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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Request for Continued Examination filed 
February 13, 2006. 

2. Claims 2 and 6-26 have been examined and are pending with this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 9, 14, 15, 21, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The amended claims mention above contain limitations that were not clearly 
supported by the original disclosure. The limitation of claim 9, "said generating means 
invoked by said first web page" and similar limitations of claims 14, 15, 16, 21, and 26 
are not supported by the disclosure. 
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Although the disclosure states, on page 55, lines 8-1 1 , "a script in the automatic 
channel Web page... automatically populates an automatic channel form for the Web 
site to be added", such teachings are clearly different than the limitation "generating 
means invoked by said first web page". Clearly, the first web page is not invoking 
anything, but rather the script within the web page. If the applicant(s) is intending to 
limit the claim with the steps recited on page 55 (184E), then they are encouraged to 
use terminology consistent with disclosure. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. For the reasons above, claims 9, 14, 15, 21, and 26 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as failing to set forth the subject matter which 

applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence that claims 9, 14, 15, 21, and 26 fail(s) 

to correspond in scope with that which applicant(s) regard as the invention can be found 

in the reply filed February 1 3, 2006. In that paper, applicant has stated that support for 

the limitation "generating means invoked by said first web page" can be found on page 

55, lines 8-1 1 , and this statement indicates that the invention is different from what is 

defined in the claim(s) because such support teaches that either a user or a script 

invokes the generating and not the first web page as claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fornns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 6-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Narayanaswami (US 6,182,1 13 B1) in view of King et al. (US 6,353,839 B1). 
INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 9, Narayanaswami teaches of a computer program product 
comprising a computer useable medium including control logic stored therein, said 
control logic enabling a user to operate with channels for mobile devices, said control 
logic comprising; creating means for enabling a processor, responsive to user input, to 
create a bookmark to a first Web page (see col.1, lines 33-35 and col.4, lines 46-51); 
surfing means for enabling a processor, responsive to user input, to surf to a second 
Web page (see col.4, lines 13-18); invoking means for enabling a processor, responsive 
to user input, to invoke said bookmark, thereby navigating to said first Web page (see 
col.1, lines 39-41); and submitting means for enabling a processor, responsive to user 
input, to submit to establish said second Web page as a channel (see col.1 , lines 35-37 
and coL6, lines 32-33). 

Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach of generating means for enabling a 
processor to generate an automatic channel form pre-populated with at least a URL of 
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said second Web page, said URL having been determined via interaction with a 
browser, said generating means invoked by said first web page. 

King teaches of generating means for enabling a processor to generate an 
automatic channel form pre-populated with at least a URL of said second Web page, 
said URL having been determined via interaction with a browser (see col.1 1 , lines 57- 
62), said generating means invoked by said first web page (see col.S, lines 7-19). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of King within the system of 
Narayanaswami by implementing enabling a processor to generate an automatic 
channel form pre-populated with at least a URL of said second Web page, said URL 
having been determined via interaction with a browser, said generating means invoked 
by said first web page within the computer program product for enabling a user to 
operate with channels for mobile devices because King teaches that by employing such 
means, it allows the user to easily navigate to previously viewed contents (see col.1 1 , 
lines 60-62) which overcomes some of the deficiencies encountered with handheld 
mobile devices (see col.1, lines 47-51). 

As per claim 14, Narayanaswami teaches a method for a user to operate with 
channels for mobile devices, comprising the steps of: (1 ) creating a bookmark to a first 
object/resource (see col.1, lines 33-35 and col.4, lines 46-51); (2) surfing to a second 
object/resource (see col.4, lines 13-18); (3) invoking said bookmark, thereby navigating 
to said first object/resource (see col.1, lines 39-41); and (5) submitting to establish said 
second object/resource as a channel (see coLI, lines 35-37 and col.6, lines 32-33). 
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Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach (4) reviewing an automatic channel 
form that was pre-populated with at least a URL of said second object/resource, said 
URL having been determined via interaction with a browser, said automatic channel 
form generated by said first object/resource. 

King teaches (4) reviewing an automatic channel form that was pre-populated 
with at least a URL of said second object/resource, said URL having been determined 
via interaction with a browser, said automatic channel form generated by said first 
object/resource (see claim 9 rejection and motivation above). 

As per claim 15, Narayanaswami teaches of a computer program product 
comprising a computer useable medium including control logic stored therein, said 
control logic enabling a user to operate with channels for mobile devices, said control 
logic comprising: creating means for enabling a processor, responsive to user input, to 
create a bookmark to a first object/resource (see col.1, lines 33-35 and col.4, lines 46- 
51); surfing means for enabling a processor, responsive to user input, to invoke said 
bookmark, thereby navigating to said first object/resource from a second 
object/resource (see col.1, lines 39-41); and submitting means for enabling a processor, 
responsive to user input, to submit to establish said second object/resource as a 
channel (see col.1, lines 35-37 and col.6, lines 32-33). 

Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach reviewing means for enabling a 
processor to display an automatic channel form that was pre-populated with at least a 
URL of said second object/resource, said URL having been determined via interaction 
with a browser, said automatic channel form generated by said first object/resource. 
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King teaches reviewing means for enabling a processor to display an automatic 
channel form that was pre-populated with at least a URL of said second 
object/resource, said URL having been determined via interaction with a browser, said 
automatic channel form generated by said first object/resource (see claim 9 and 
motivation rejection above). 

As per claim 16, Narayanaswami teaches a method for a user to operate with 
channels for mobile devices, comprising the steps of: (1 ) surfing to a web page (see 
col.4, lines 13-18); (2) invoking a link (see col.1, lines 39-41); and (4) submitting to 
establish said web page as a channel (see col.1, lines 35-37 and col.6, lines 32-33). 

Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach (3) reviewing an automatic channel 
form created in response to step (2) that is pre-populated with at least a URL of said 
web page, said URL having been determined via interaction with a browser. 

King teaches (3) reviewing an automatic channel form created in response to 
step (2) that is pre-populated with at least a URL of said web page, said URL having 
been determined via interaction with a browser (see claim 9 rejection and motivation 
above). 

As per claim 21, Narayanaswami teaches of a computer program product 
comprising a computer useable medium including control logic stored therein, said 
control logic enabling a user to operate with channels for mobile devices, said control 
logic comprising: surfing means for enabling a processor to surf to a web page in 
response to user input (see col.4, lines 13-18); invoking means for enabling a processor 
to invoke a link in response to user input (see col.1, lines 39-41); and submitting means 
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for enabling a processor to establish said web page as a channel in response to a user 
having submitted (see col.1. lines 35-37 and col.6, lines 32-33), King teaches 

Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach generating means for enabling a 
processor to generate an automatic channel form that is pre-populated with at least a 
URL of said web page, said URL having been determined via interaction with a browser, 
said generating means invoked by said invoke link. 

King teaches generating means for enabling a processor to generate an 
automatic channel form that is pre-populated with at least a URL of said web page, said 
URL having been determined via interaction with a browser, said generating means 
invoked by said invoke link (see claim 9 rejection and motivation above). 

As per claim 26, Narayanaswami teaches a method for a user to operate with 
channels for mobile devices, comprising the steps of: (1) creating a bookmark to a first 
Web page (see col.1, lines 33-35 and col.4, lines 46-51); (2) surfing to a second Web 
page (see col.4, lines 13-18); (3) invoking said bookmark, thereby navigating to said first 
Web Page (see col.1, lines 39-41); and (5) submitting to establish said second Web 
page as a channel (see col.1 , lines 35-37 and coL6, lines 32-33). 

Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach (4) reviewing an automatic channel 
form that was pre-populated with at least a URL of said second Web page, said URL 
having been determined via interaction with a browser, said automatic channel form 
generated in response to step (3). 

King teaches (4) reviewing an automatic channel form that was pre-populated 
with at least a URL of said second Web page, said URL having been determined via 
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interaction with a browser, said automatic channel form generated in response to step 
(3) (see claim 9 rejection and motivation above). 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 2, 10, 17, and 22, Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach 
wherein said URL is determined using a script in said first Web page. King teaches 
wherein said URL is determined using a script in said first Web page (see col.2, lines 6- 
9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ the teachings of King within the system of 
Narayanaswami by implementing determining URL by scripts within the method and 
program product for enabling a user to operate with channels for mobile devices 
because King teaches that the scripts considers "user supplied information when 
displaying a hypermedia page" (see col.2, lines 6-9), which allows appropriate 
corrections or modifications to be made to the web page when the mobile device cannot 
handle an original web page due to limited memory, disk space, or processing power. 

As per claims 6, 11, 18, and 23, Narayanaswami further teaches wherein said 
URL of said second Web page is determined using a header (see col.5, lines 31-38). 

As per claims 7, 12, 19, and 24, Narayanaswami does not explicitly teach 
wherein said automatic channel form contains fields identifying any combination of a 
title and URL of a Web page, a maximum channel size, a link depth, whether images 
are to be included, whether to follow off-site links, and when to refresh. King teaches 
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wherein said automatic channel form contains fields identifying URL of a Web page (see 
col.11, lines 58-60) 

As per claims 8, 13, 20, and 25, Although Narayanaswami does not explicitly 
teach of automatic channel (see claim 9 rejection above), Narayanaswami further does 
teach of further comprising the step means of modifying settings (see col.3, lines 7-12 
and 13-17). 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed February 13, 2006 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

A. Applicant(s) arguments with respect to the rejection under 35 USC 1 12, 
first paragraph has been addressed above and the rejection maintained. 

B. With respect to claim 9, the applicant(s) assert that combinational 
teachings of U.S. Pat. No. 6,182,1 13 (Narayanaswami) and U.S. Pat. No. 6,353,839 
(King) do not teach or suggest, "invoking a bookmark to a first web page to generate an 
automatic channel form used to establish a second web page as a channel for a mobile 
device". 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). There is no mention of a mobile device. 
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Even if the claim was directed to a mobile device, King clearly teaches of a 
"mobile device" (see Fig.1, #106) and generating "an automatic channel form used to 
establish a second web page as a channel". In column 6, lines 7-1 9, King teaches of a 
dynamic web page generation, wherein a user inputs some information (inherently a 
first web page) and the information is incorporated into a "newly generated web page". 
Clearly, such teaches explicitly teaches the above recited limitation. 

C. Additionally, with respect to claim 9, the applicant(s) assert that 
combinational teachings of Narayanaswami and King do not teach or suggest 
"generating an automatic channel form" and directs the examiner to page 15, lines 16- 
19 and page 16, lines 24-25 of the specification for definition of a "channel". 

According to the specification "A channel is a collection of objects". It is well 
known in the art that web pages comprise a collection of objects and therefore, a web 
page according to the definition is also a channel. Clearly in column 6, lines 7-19, King 
teaches of generating a channel ("newly generated web page") comprising objects 
("information" and "form data"). 

For the reasons above claim 9 and similarly claims 14-16, 21, and 26 remain 
rejected. 



Conclusion 

7. Claims 2 and 6-26 have been rejected and remain pending. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Y. Won whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 7AM-5PM, 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Won 




/"^SALEH NAJJAR 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




March 16, 2006 



